August 4, 1969 


Dear Paul, 

Thanks for your letter of July 31 with enclosures. Glad that you met with Rich Edelman— he is 
a fine fellow. . 1 wculd have given him your address but figured that you were busy, and that 
he knows too^ little about the case currently for you to have much of a dialogue. I first met 
him in political debating around Cornell, with him being a radical right winger — something he 
no longer is. He is concerned and is intelligent. I am glad to hear that his talk at the Newma 
Center went well— he had written me about it. Agreed on CE 916,917, and 918. I have your memos 
and thought that they answered the questions as best as can be done durrently. The reason I 
showed one of thos e in my presentation was to show the type of problems researchers have in 
working cm the case. I begin my presentation b-y showing examples of baaaHocratic blundering, 
ncn-cooperaticn by FBI, etc. in order to show that government incompetence or general withholdir 
of info makes it difficult to answer many questions wfiich may have rational or acceptable ans- 
wers. (Later in my talk I use Weitzman's mistake with the Carcano and point cut that the critics 
were right to question that identification, and that the Carnnission, had it sought the truth, 
could easily have shown it to Weitzman. Then I point out that the Alyea footage clearly shows 
the rifle to be a Carcano, although we don’t knew which one because the serial number is not 
visible. 

On the income tax returns, Edelman is confusing several things I -think. Among the classified 
documents I show on the screen (meaning titles, numbers, etc. on -the archives list— not the 
documents, naturally) is CD 90. I point out how indefensible it is to wSithhold that info. 

Both Rich andl would appreciate those pages from CD 1513. They are very familiar, but a 
check of my files, and even my file of unfiled items does not turn them up, so I dontt think 
that I have them. 

Both Rich and I discussed the working of the autopsy and I think that his suggestion is a good 
cne, although I must confess that I am always at al loss to tell how purposeful such wording 
» even when in crucial places. But, ’with regard to the adrenals, I am still not clear 
whether such a warding wculd.have precluded an examination of the adrenals. As for Kenney, 

Dave Lxftan seems to know quite a bit about him — ebfeck with him. it would certainly be interest 
ing to knew who gave the word on the adrenals. 

Harold should be sending you portions of Finck’s testimony saietime soon which Garrison sent 
me. On your letter to Harold, I am surprised that you have the FPCC file cn mi#CDDfihn— that 
is cne of the ones they claimed would take forever to get in shape for researchers the last 
time I was in the archives. I guess that ycu had a better chance by mail, with unlimited 
waiting time. 

THE MOTIVES NOW CHARGES ONLY 10$ per page, according to a letter I got fron them today (effect! 
Jyly 21), far xeroxing. But, their minimum order is $1.00. 

Ask Liftcn if he has the autopsy memo of transfer. 


On Liftcn, the Receda matter was not the principle argument or cause for my alarm, although it ii 
worthy of note, no matter what Dave's role, that the charges made by Dave against Harold in that 
instance were a good deal different fron those Harold made in reverse. He barely even maMiioned 
REceda as compared with charges of lying and fheft of others' work, which he quoted to himself 
and many uhLers . His bringing Lillian, Bill O'Conell, Fred, Marlynn, into the argument and 
quoting Maggie's alleged opinions and Ray's makes it hard for me to believe that Dave has any 



unwillingness to keep an argument fran spreading, but I agree with# your decision not to get 
further involved in this. 

I will see about getting Stuckey's columns for 1962-63 examined by someone,, We will have to 
borrow on interlibrary loan fran Tulane. I did that with SMU for the Dallas papers a long 
while ago. 

I 

Do you have a file on Crafard? If so, could you send me a list of documents in it. I am going f 
to order all documents an Crafard, but don't want to border what others have. I will ask Harold 
■the same thing. j 

Well, thanks again for all of the stuff and glad you got together with Rich Edelman. I had 
better get seme studying dene. Best wishes. 


PS: It locks like I will almost certainly be going to Dallas, by way of Kansas. City, during 

the first two weeks in October, right after prelims. I have already arranged for that 
time off and hope that I can be sure that the car will be in shape. After Dallas I would like 
to go to New Orleans and try to get those items which Jim Schmidt's letter, of which you sent 
me a copy, suggested;, since I am thought well-of by big Jim(be cause of my close friendship with | 
Vince and co-athborship of that article J I assume). After tKe election, if Jim loses, there 
may not be any files. Right now, it is hard to know what kind of sabotage was done by Boxley, 
Turner, Bethell, etc. , since we have no way of knowing what each one was up to and what exactly 
motivated each one to do what he did. To say that they are bad business and to call them agents 
still leaves us in the cold as to whether there was ary systematic damage to the files. It is 
also hard to tell how much of what is in the files is just flak frcm Turner and how much could 
be useful info. Fortunately, Turner, unlike Boxley (except in a rare instance or two), signed 
his memos. | 



dc : Harold 



